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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 6/8/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. On pages 9-13, Applicant argues, with respect to claims 51-67, that "Mahany only 
describes one overall LAN system via which a roaming computing device forwards data to a host 
computer" since "As described by Mahany, a spontaneous or peripheral LAN is simply a 
communication component of the premises LAN". Thus, Applicant contends that Mahany does 
not disclose a first and second network. Examiner, respectfully, disagrees. Mahany explicitly 
refers to the peripheral LAN as distinct from the premises LAN. For instance, Mahany teaches 
that "In most circumstances, the premises LAN provides a rather optimal solution to the 
communications needs of a given network. However, in some circumstances., .the premises LAN 
does not offer the optimal solution. Instead of relying on the premises LAN. . .alternate LANs are 
spontaneously created by (or with) network devices" (col. 9, lines 36-65 and col. 10, lines 50- 
67). In this passage, Mahany does not teach that limitations in the premise LAN are solved by 
extending the premise LAN, but rather Mahany teaches that creating an alternate LAN solves the 
problems. Thus, as broadly defined. Examiner maintains that Mahany teaches a first (premise 
LAN) and second network (peripheral or spontaneous LAN). 

2. Applicant proceeds to argue that "Mahany only shows one network communication link 
via a base station over the premises LAN from the host computer 301 1 to the roaming computer 
3007" where the claim "recites that the server serves the content to the local service provider via 
the first network and over the second network". In addition, Applicant argues that Mahany does 
not disclose a "transmitter, responsive to the server, to transmit the content over a second 
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network". In response, Examiner, respectfully, submits that Mahany teaches, as argued above, 
that elements are capable of connecting to both peripheral LANs and the premise LAN where 
communication is established using the LAN which provides the best communication (col, 9, 
lines 36-65; col 10, lines 50-67; and col. 44, line 42-col. 45, line 7), Thus, Mahany discloses, or 
at the very least suggests, that the computer terminal 3007 is capable of communicating with the 
host computer 301 1 using either the premises LAN or a peripheral LAN depending on which 
network provides the best communication. As such. Examiner maintains that Mahany discloses 
"a transmitter, responsive to the server, to transmit the content over a second network to the local 
service provider, the second network providing additional bandwidth so that the transmitter can 
serve the content. . . in an event that the content is not served via the first network" where it is 
inherent that the server needs a transmitter in order to transmit information. 
3. On pages 1 1-13, Applicant argues, with respect to claims 56 and 57, that there is no 
motivation or reason to modify Mahany to implement a broadcast satellite network to 
communicate inventory data in a warehouse or retail store environment. Examiner, respectfully, 
disagrees with Applicant's narrow interpretation of Mahany. Examiner submits that Mahany 's 
invention is not expressly limited to a warehouse or retail store environment, as Applicant 
argues. Instead, Mahany discloses that the invention is applicable to a variety of different 
environments (col. 10, lines 14-18). As such. Examiner maintains that it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the second network as a broadcast 
satellite network since Mahany allows for a variety of different configurations for the network. 
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4. Given the above arguments. Examiner maintains the rejection of the claims. Examiner 
urges Applicant to amend the claims in order to add fiarther limitations which will distinguish the 
claims from the prior art. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 51-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Mahany et al 
(USPN 5,657,317). 

7. Regarding claim 51, Mahany discloses a content provider, comprising: a storage system 
to store content (ref 3011: file server or ref 45 1 1 : inventory computer) (col. 43, lines 3 1-59 and 
col. 61, line 12-col. 62, line 3); a server (data base server; ref 301 1 : file server; and ref 45 1 1 : 
inventory computer) connected to the storage system to serve the content to a local service 
provider (master roaming computing device; ref 3007: terminal; and ref 4513: radio terminal) 
which provides the content to multiple clients (col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 43, lines 31-59 and col 
61, line 12-col. 62, line 3); a network port adapted for connection to a first network (premises 
LAN), the server serving the content via the first network to the local service provider (col. 9, 
lines 36-65; col. 44, lines 4-26; and col. 61, lines 12-col. 62, line 31); and a transmitter, 
responsive to the server, to transmit the content over a second network (peripheral network) to 
the local service provider, the second network providing additional bandwidth so that the 
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transmitter can serve the content to the local service provider to in an event that the content is not 
served via the first network within a designated time period (response times) (col. 9, lines 52-col. 
10, line 18; col. 10, lines 34-49; col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 44, Hne 42-coL 45, line 7; col, 46, lines 
1-8; and col. 61, lines 12-col 62, line 31). 

8, Regarding claim 52, referring to claim 51, Mahany discloses that the network port 
comprises a connector compatible with a wire-based communications network (col. 9, lines 52- 
col. 10, line 18; col. 10, Hnes 34-49; col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 44, line 42-col. 45, Hne 7; col. 46, 
lines 1-8; and col. 61, lines 12-col. 62, line 31); and the transmitter comprises a transmitter 
capable of transmitting signals over a wireless medium (col. 9, lines 52-col. 10, line 18; col. 10, 
lines 34-49; col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 44, line 42-col. 45, line 7; col. 46, lines 1-8; and col. 61, 
lines 12-col. 62, line 31). 

9. Regarding claim 53, referring to claim 51, Mahany discloses that the server is further 
configured to serve the content to the local service provider in response to requests from the 
multiple clients (col, 9, lines 52-col 10, line 18; col, 10, Hnes 34-49; col, 10, lines 50-67; col. 44, 
line 42-col. 45, line 7; col. 46, lines 1-8; and col. 61, lines 12-col. 62, line 31). 

10. Regarding claim 54, referring to claim 51, Mahany discloses that the server is flirther 
configured to serve the content to at least one other local service provider which provides the 
content to multiple clients (col. 10, lines 50-67). 

1 1 , Regarding claim 55, referring to claim 51, Mahany discloses that the server is further 
configured to serve the content to at least one other local service provider which provides the 
content to multiple clients (col. 10, lines 50-67); and the transmitter is further configured to 
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transmit the content over the second network to the at least one other local service provider (col. 
10, lines 50-67). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 56-63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mahany et 
al (USPN 5,657,317). 

14. Regarding claim 56, referring to claim 51, Mahany discloses that the first network is a 
high-speed, high-bandwidth network (col. 9, lines 52-col. 10, hne 18), Mahany does not 
expressly disclose, but does strongly suggest, that the second network is a broadcast satellite 
network (col. 61, line 65-col. 62, line 3 and col. 63, lines 2-8) since Mahany discloses that the 
second network is wireless (col. 10, lines 19-67); that modifications to the embodiments are 
possible (col 63, lines 9-13); and that a satellite link may be used to communicate information 
between devices (col. 10, lines 14-18; col. 61, line 65-col. 62, line 3; and col. 63, lines 2-8) 
where it is implicit that satellite links can communicate over great distances. Thus it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to a broadcast satellite 
network for the second network in order to extend the range of the of the network. 

15. Regarding claim 57, Mahany discloses a content provider, comprising: a storage system 
to store content (ref 3011: file server or ref 4511: inventory computer) (col 43, lines 31-59 and 
col 61, line 12-col 62, Hne 3); a server (database server; ref 3011: file server; and ref 4511: 
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inventory computer) connected to the storage system to serve the content to a local service 
provider (master roaming computing device; ref. 3007: terminal; and ref. 4513: radio terminal) 
which provides the content to multiple clients (col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 43, lines 31-59 and col. 
61, line 12-coL 62, line 3); a high-speed, high-bandwidth network (premises LAN) to 
communicate the content from the server to the local service provider (col 9, lines 36-65; col 
44, lines 4-26; and col 61, lines 12-col 62, line 31); and a second network (peripheral network) 
to communicate the content from the server to the local service provider (col 9, lines 52-col 10, 
line 18; col 10, lines 34-49; col 10, lines 50-67; col 44, line 42-col. 45, line 7; col 46, lines 1-8; 
and col 61, lines 12-col 62, line 31). Mahany does not expressly disclose, but does strongly 
suggest, that the second network is a broadcast satellite network (col 61, line 65-col 62, line 3 
and col. 63, lines 2-8). Mahany discloses that the second network is wireless (col 10, lines 19- 
67); that modifications to the embodiments are possible (col 63, lines 9-13); and that a satellite 
link may be used to communicate information between devices (col. 10, lines 14-18; col 61, line 
65-col 62, line 3; and col. 63, lines 2-8) where it is implicit that satellite links can communicate 
over great distances. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to a broadcast satellite network for the second network in order to extend 
the range of the of the network. 

16. Regarding claim 58, referring to claim 57, Mahany suggests that the broadcast satellite 
network includes additional bandwidth to communicate the content from the server to the local 
service provider (col 10, lines 34-49). 

17. Regarding claim 59, referring to claim 57, Mahany suggests that the broadcast satellite 
network includes additional bandwidth to communicate a portion of the content from the server 
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to the local service provider in an event that the high-speed, high-bandwidth network does not 
communicate the portion of the content within a designated time period (response times) (col. 10, 
lines 34-49). 

18. Regarding claim 60, referring to claim 57, Mahany suggests that the server is further 
configured to serve a first portion of the content to the local service provider via the high-speed, 
high-bandwidth network, and serve a second portion of the content to the local service provider 
via the broadcast satellite network (col. 9, line 66-col. 10, line 18 and col. 10, lines 34-49), 

19. Regarding claim 61, referring to claim 57, Mahany discloses that the server is further 
configured to serve the content to the local service provider in response to requests fi*om the 
multiple clients (col. 9, Hnes 52-col. 10, line 18; col. 10, lines 34-49; col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 44, 
line 42-col. 45, Hne 7; col. 46, lines 1-8; and col. 61, lines 12-col. 62, line 31). 

20. Regarding claim 62, referring to claim 57, Mahany discloses that the server is further 
configured to serve the content to at least one other local service provider which provides the 
content to multiple clients (col. 10, lines 50-67). 

21. Regarding claim 63, referring to claim 57, Mahany suggests that the server is further 
configured to serve the content to at least one other local service provider which provides the 
content to multiple clients (col. 10, lines 50-67); and the broadcast satellite network is further 
configured to communicate the content from the server to the at least one other local service 
provider (col. 10, lines 50-67). 

22. Claims 64-76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Mahany et al 
(USPN 5,657,317) in view of Gupta et al. (USPN 5,555,244). 
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23, Regarding claim 64, Mahany discloses a content provider, comprising: a storage system 
to store content (ref. 301 1 : file server or ref 451 1 : inventory computer) (col 43, lines 3 1-59 and 
col. 61, line 12-col. 62, line 3); a server (data base server; ref. 301 1 : file server; and ref. 451 1 : 
inventory computer) connected to the storage system to serve the content to a local service 
provider (master roaming computing device; ref 3007: terminal; and ref 4513: radio terminal) 
which provides the content to multiple clients (col, 10, lines 50-67; col. 43, lines 31-59 and col. 
61, line 12-col 62, line 3); a network port adapted for connection to a first network (premises 
LAN), the server serving the content via the first network to the local service provider (col 9, 
lines 36-65; col. 44, lines 4-26; and col 61, lines 12-col 62, line 31); and a transmitter, 
responsive to the server, to transmit the content over a second network (peripheral network) to 
the local service provider, the second network providing additional bandwidth so that the 
transmitter can serve the content to the local service provider to in an event that the content is not 
served via the first network within a designated time period (response times) (col 9, lines 52-col. 
10, line 18; col 10, lines 34-49; col 10, lines 50-67; col. 44, line 42-col. 45, line 7; col 46, lines 
1-8; and col. 61, lines 12-col 62, line 3 1). Mahany does not expressly disclose that the content is 
video content, Gupta teaches, in a communication system, that it is well known to have servers 
provide video content in order to provide video-on-demand systems for end users (col 30, line 
54-col 31, line 56). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have the content be video content in order to provide video-on-demand systems 
for end users. 

24. Regarding claim 65, referring to claim 64, Mahany in view of Gupta discloses that the 
network port comprises a connector compatible with a wire-based communications network 
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(Mahany: col. 9, lines 52-col. 10, line 18; col. 10, lines 34-49; col. 10, lines 50-67; coL 44, line 
42-coL 45, line 7; col. 46, lines 1-8; and col. 61, lines 12-col. 62, line 31); and the transmitter 
comprises a transmitter capable of transmitting signals over a wireless medium (Mahany: col. 9, 
lines 52-col. 10, line 18; col. 10, lines 34-49; col. 10, lines 50-67; col, 44, line 42-col. 45, line 7; 
col. 46, lines 1-8; and col, 61, lines 12-col. 62, line 31). 

25. Regarding claim 66, referring to claim 64, Mahany in view of Gupta discloses that the 
server is further configured to serve the content to the local service provider in response to 
requests from the multiple clients (Mahany: col. 9, lines 52-col. 10, line 18; col. 10, lines 34-49; 
col. 10, Hnes 50-67; col. 44, line 42-coL 45, line 7; col, 46, lines 1-8; and col. 61, lines 12-coL 
62, line 31). 

26. Regarding claim 67, referring to claim 64, Mahany in view of Gupta discloses that the 
server is further configured to serve the content to at least one other local service provider which 
provides the content to multiple cUents (Mahany: col. 10, lines 50-67). 

27. Regarding claim 68, referring to claim 64, Mahany in view of Gupta discloses that the 
server is further configured to serve the content to at least one other local service provider which 
provides the content to multiple clients (Mahany: col. 10, lines 50-67); and the transmitter is 
further configured to transmit the content over the second network to the at least one other local 
service provider (Mahany: col. 10, lines 50-67). 

28. Regarding claim 69, referring to claim 64, Mahany in view of Gupta discloses that the 
first network is a high-speed, high-bandwidth network (Mahany: col. 9, lines 52-col. 10, line 18). 
Mahany does not expressly disclose, but does strongly suggest, that the second network is a 
broadcast satellite network (Mahany: col. 61, line 65-col. 62, line 3 and col 63, lines 2-8) since 
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Mahany discloses that the second network is wireless (col 10, lines 19-67); that modifications to 
the embodiments are possible (Mahany: col. 63, lines 9-13); and that a satellite link may be used 
to communicate information between devices (Mahany: col 10, lines 14-18; coL 61, line 65-col. 
62, line 3; and col. 63, lines 2-8) where it is implicit that satellite links can communicate over 
great distances. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to a broadcast satellite network for the second network in order to extend the range 
of the of the network. 

29. Regarding claim 70, Mahany discloses a content provider, comprising: a storage system 
to store content (ref 301 1 : file server or ref 45 1 1 : inventory computer) (col. 43, lines 3 1-59 and 
col. 61, line 12-coI. 62, line 3); a server (data base server; ref 301 1 : file server; and ref 451 1 : 
inventory computer) connected to the storage system to serve the content to a local service 
provider (master roaming computing device; ref 3007: terminal; and ref 4513: radio terminal) 
which provides the content to muhiple clients (col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 43, lines 31-59 and col. 
61, line 12-coI. 62, line 3); a high-speed, high-bandwidth network (premises LAN) to 
communicate the content fi-om the server to the local service provider (col. 9, lines 36-65; col. 
44, lines 4-26; and col. 61, lines 12-col. 62, line 31); and a second network (peripheral network) 
to communicate the content from the server to the local service provider (col. 9, lines 52-col. 10, 
line 18; col. 10, lines 34-49; col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 44, Hne 42-col. 45, line 7; col. 46, lines 1-8; 
and col. 61, lines 12-col. 62, line 31). Mahany does not expressly disclose, but does strongly 
suggest, that the second network is a broadcast satellite network (col. 61, line 65-col. 62, line 3 
and col. 63, lines 2-8). Mahany discloses that the second network is wireless (col. 10, lines 19- 
67); that modifications to the embodiments are possible (col. 63, lines 9-13); and that a satellite 
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link may be used to communicate information between devices (col. 10, lines 14-18; col. 61, line 
65-col. 62, line 3; and col. 63, lines 2-8) where it is implicit that satellite links can communicate 
over great distances. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to a broadcast satellite network for the second network in order to extend 
the range of the of the network. Mahany does not expressly disclose that the content is video 
content. Gupta teaches, in a communication system, that it is well known to have servers provide 
video content in order to provide video-on-demand systems for end users (col. 30, line 54-col. 
31, line 56). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have the content be video content in order to provide video-on-demand systems for 
end users. 

30. Regarding claim 71, referring to claim 70, Mahany in view of Gupta suggests that the 
broadcast satellite network includes additional bandwidth to communicate the content from the 
server to the local service provider (Mahany: col. 10, lines 34-49). 

3 1 . Regarding claim 72, referring to claim 70, Mahany in view of Gupta suggests that the 
broadcast satellite network includes additional bandwidth to communicate a portion of the 
content from the server to the local service provider in an event that the high-speed, 
high-bandwidth network does not communicate the portion of the content within a designated 
time period (response times) (Mahany: col. 10, lines 34-49). 

32. Regarding claim 73, referring to claim 70, Mahany in view of Gupta suggests that the 
server is further configured to serve a first portion of the content to the local service provider via 
the high-speed, high-bandwidth network, and serve a second portion of the content to the local 
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service provider via the broadcast satellite network (Mahany: col. 9, line 66-col. 10, line 18 and 
col. 10, lines 34-49). 

33. Regarding claim 74, referring to claim 70, Mahany in view of Gupta discloses that the 
server is further configured to serve the content to the local service provider in response to 
requests from the multiple clients (Mahany: col. 9, lines 52-col. 10, line 18; col. 10, lines 34-49; 
col. 10, lines 50-67; col. 44, line 42-coI. 45, Hne 7; col. 46, Hnes 1-8; and col. 61, lines 12-col. 
62, line 31). 

34. Regarding claim 75, referring to claim 70, Mahany in view of Gupta discloses that the 
server is further configured to serve the content to at least one other local service provider which 
provides the content to multiple clients (Mahany: col. 10, lines 50-67). 

35. Regarding claim 76, referring to claim 70, Mahany in view of Gupta suggests that the 
server is further configured to serve the content to at least one other local service provider which 
provides the content to multiple clients (Mahany: col, 10, lines 50-67); and the broadcast satellite 
network is further configured to communicate the content from the server to the at least one other 
local service provider (Mahany: col. 10, lines 50-67), 



36. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a), 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 



Conclusion 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel J. Ryman whose telephone number is (703)305-6970, The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:00-5:00 with every other Friday off 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (703)308-6602. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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